
"unifying force" mentioned in the L.A. constitution in an 
area where it is most urgently needed. Your readers' views 
on this would be of great interest. 

Redgates Nursery, BERNARD BARR, 
Great Cambridge Road, Hon. Secretary, 
Waltham Cross, Herts. Hertfordshire 

Archaeological Society. 

A N  E S S E X  P O I N T  O F  VIEW 

IN REPLY to Mr. Horne's letter in your Spring issue, 1 
would tend to agree that the archaeology of Kent and 
Surrey is internally satisfactory, and that at first sight there 
seems no need to set up a C.B.A. Group for these counties 
and Essex. However, I should point out that the same occurs 
in the West Midlands, where C.B.A. Groups are a roaring 
success. The reason for the comparative failure of Group 
11A, as Mr. Horne himself points out, was the fact that the 
Committee proved incapable of organising anything. 

In Essex the situation is far worse than in Kent or 
Surrey, where we have umpteen local societies, many of 
whom overlap, who are totally unco-ordinated. If a C.B.A. 
Group could succeed in drawing these together, and pre- 
ferably eliminating two thirds of them, then lets have one 
. . . quick! 

In view of the fact that there is very little intercourse 
between bodies on either side of country borders, I think 
that the resurrection of Group 10 would help this kind of 
activity to develop and be beneficial to all affiliated 
societies. As for activities, an annual exhibition of the work 
of the member societies, training schools, seminars, con- 

ferences and continental trips-chiefly things beyond most 
county societies-could be arranged. With an energetic 
committee and officers there would be no reason why the 
idea could not develop and be a great success. If it is 
begun by a collection of fuddy-duddies who are only half- 
hearted about the whole thing, clearly it will not succeed 
as Group 11A seems to have done. 

2 Mill Lane, PETER B. BOYDEN, 
Walton-on-the-Naze, Director, Walton-on-the-Naze 
Essex. Records Office. 

S T A N E  S T R E E T  P O S T I N G  S T A T I O N S  

REFERRING to Mr. Turner's letter in the Winter issue on 
the subject of the posting stations on Stane Street, the 
additional evidence that he gives relating to Merton is 
interesting; but as regards the main issue, he appears to 
have overlooked that both Chichester and London were 
garrison centres from one or other of which even troops on 
foot could have reached any point on the Street within a 
few hours, particularly Merton which is little more than 
seven miles from London. On the other hand, a sine qua  non 
for a posting station was that it should be at a point where 
there was a plentiful supply of water. A glance at a map 
will show that out from Chichester, the first point along 
Stane Street where such a supply was available was at Hard- 
ham, the next at Alfordean, followed by Dorking and then 
Ewell. 

9 Surrenden Park, 
Brighton. 

CHAS. E. TITEORD 

C.B.A. G R O U P  10-a statement f r o m  the Chairman, Hertfordshire Arohaeologioal Council. 

Reprinted by kind permission o f  the Hertfordshire Archaeological Review. 

C.B.A. Grou2 10 was the regional body covering Hertford- 
shire, Essex and London. It died because its meetings were 
too large and unwieldy, and because the interests of i ts 
urban and rural archaeological and historical constituents 
often seemed unrelated. It suffered, too, from the increasing 
reluctance of able and prominent figures to take part in its 
frustrating assemblies. Its fate was sealed with the departure 
from the region oi its active and popular Secretary, Dr, F. 
Celoria, and the sad death of its respected Chairman, Mr. 
K. Marshall. Few really mourned its passing: few desired 
(or desire) its resuscitation. 

To foster co-operation between societies with common 
interests, county bodies were formed, the Hertfordshire 
Archaeological Council being formed on 6th February, 1966. 
The desire that the H.A.C. should assume the function of 
C.B.A. Group 10 within its county was formulated as early 
as 17th December, 1966, but by 24th June, 1967, C.B.A. had 
still not rzplied to our proposals. When an answer was at 
last elicted (27th July) it was not encouraging. Meanwhile, 
the Essex Archaeological and Historical Congress had adop- 
ted policies similar to our own. The C.B.A. attitude now 
appeared to be "that it was up to the Societies within the 
Group to take the initiative" (letter of 4th August, 1967)). 
After much behind-the-scene discussion, a meeting took 
place on 14th May, 1968, between representatives of the 
H.A.C., the Essex Congress and the London and Middlesex 
Archaeological Society, at which il was agreed to propose 
to central C.B.A. the revival of Group 10 in federal form. 

C.B.A. did not like this proposal, despite its over- 
whelming support from societies in the region, and itself 
convened a meeting on 10th February, 1969 "at which the 
functions of the Group might be discussed and officers 

elected to undertake them" (letter of 4th February). Its 
actual outcome however was the acceptance by the three 
county bodies of the idea of an enlarged federal assembly; 
this was endorsed by the H.A.C. on 29th March. A set-back 
appeared with Minute 1911 of the C.B.A. Executive Com- 
mittee (30th May), recording a resolution that appeared 
once more to require the re-formation of a unitary Group 
10, and even perhaps the nomination of a Secretary accep- 
table to the Executive. Such proposals were quite inadmiss- 
able, and after formal suggestions to Essex and London had 
proved fruitless, the H.A.C. on 29th November asked its 
Chairman to raise informally with persons influential with 
C.B.A. the seriousness and unreasonableness of allowing 
the impasse to remain unresolved. 

The joint efforts of Hertfordshire, Essex, London and 
their friends were at last rewarded at the C.B.A. Council 
Meeting of 16th January 1970. Minute 551 recorded "that 
a majority (of societies in the region) supported the pro- 
posal whereby an association of the Essex Archaeological 
and Historical Congress, the Hertfordshire Archaeological 
Council and the London and Middlesex Archaeological 
Society, with four representatives of each of these bodies 
meeting once a year to select, by county area in rotation, 
one of their number to serve on the Executive Committee 
of the C.B.A. The Executive had recommended with 
reluctance that this proposal be accepted"-and so it was, 
subject to review by the Council in 1972. 

It is up to us to prove that reluctance unfounded. Now 
that a proper representation of Hertfordshire at national 
level has been secured, we must make sure that we keep it. 

J. P. C. KENT 
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